In the original publication (Heneberg 2019), Fig. 5e does not properly label the values. Figure 5e (similarly to subfigures 5a, 5c and 5g, which were displayed correctly) contained data on citations from Nature, Science or PNAS to the megajournals, not vice versa. The revised version of Fig. 5e is given below.
, megajournals other than PLoS ONE (e-f), PLoS series journals other than PLoS ONE (g-h) and the three top-tier journals (i, j). Note that PLoS ONE was analyzed in detail in Figs. 3 and 4 . The data are shown as the number of citations from an indicated journal in the first post-publication year (e.g., citations in 2017 to papers published in 2016) divided by the total number of papers published, multiplied by 100. High variability in case of early publication years of Hindawi journals is caused by low publication volumes of this publisher prior year 2005
